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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Group I, Claims 1-16, in. the reply filed on 
12 December 2005 is acknowledged. 

2. Claims 17-31 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable 
generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 
12 December 2005. 

3. The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

5. The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

I. Regarding Claims 1-16, it is unclear whether the list of specific 
definitions of terms, provided in the Specification at paragraphs 23-32, 
defines claim terminology, or do these definitions not limit the claim 
terminology? 

II. Regarding Claim 1 , it is unclear whether the described structure 
involving a support, a metal layer, and a protective layer necessarily 
requires that the "extensible metal or metal alloy layer" is sandwiched 
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by the support and protective layer or whether the three layers may be 
arranged having any one layer between the other two. 

III. Regarding Claim 5, it is unclear whether the claimed two layers 
describe layers in addition to the "extensible metal or metal alloy layer" 
or whether the claimed two layers may or may not be "extensible metal 
or metal alloy layer." 

IV. Regarding Claim 6, it is unclear what is the antecedent basis of the 
phrase "the layers." Which layers are these? 

V. Regarding Claim 7, line 3, it is unclear what role the phrase that starts 
with ", or" plays in terms of claim grammar and structure of the claimed 
article. Does the phrase following "or" refer to an alternative "wherein" 
condition or to alternative composition of the "adjacent layer" 
mentioned in line 2. If the former, what constitute so-called "adjacent 
layers"? Can an "adhesion-enhancing treatment" imply forming a layer 
of a new material, or must it be a modification of an already formed 
layer? Should the comma be eliminated? It is unclear whether the 
increased corrosion resistance is to be obtained under all 
circumstances or only upon the invocation of "one or more adjacent 
layers within the film comprise an adhesion-enhancing adjuvant." 

VI. Regarding Claims 8-10, it is unclear what is meant by the phrase "an 
electromagnetic shielding capability that is retained." Does this 
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claimed retention require no diminution in capability or merely some 
finite amount of capability? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

8. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

9. Claims 1-3 and 7-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chapman et al. USPN 4,965,408. Chapman teaches a metal layer 
sandwiched between a support, including flexible and thermoplastic materials, 
and a protective layer. See Chapman (col. 3, line 20 through col. 4, line 33). 
Chapman suggests a polymeric protective layer that may be comprised of 
reacted together, i.e., cross-linked, polymeric materials. See Chapman (col. 3, 
lines 20-39). Chapman suggests applying the formed laminate permanently to 
curved objects such as luggage and furniture. See Chapman (col. 5, lines 27- 
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64). Hence, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to make the articles of Chapman from cross-linked 
polymeric protective layer materials and to form structures having permanently 
deformed curved geometries, as Chapman suggests that effective articles may 
be fabricated in this manner. The laminates are disclosed as not being able to 
block all incident radiation. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 4-6, 15, and 16 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action 
and to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

1 1 . Claims 4-6, 1 5, and 1 6 are allowable, as the subject matter of these claims is not 
taught or suggested by the reviewed prior art. Particularly, the claimed element 
of a "permanently deformed curved region" is not taught or suggested in 
combination with the other claimed limitations. 

Conclusion 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael La Villa whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-1539. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Friday. 

13. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Deborah Jones can be reached on (571 ) 272-1535. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

14. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

Michael La Villa . ^ . 



21 February 2006 




